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This research discussed about conversational implicatures in “The 
Foreigner” movie. This research aimed to find out the maxims which are flouted by 
the characters in “The Foreigner” movie which create conversational implicature and 
also to determine the type of each conversational implicature which occur in “The 
Foreigner” movie. This research focused on analyzing movie using theory of 
implicature and cooperative principles proposed by Grice (1975). Then, the data were 
analyzed using descriptive qualitative method. The researcher used note taking as the 
instrument to find out the more valid data that belongs to the conversational 
implicature. This research was conducted in order to give more knowledge for the 
reader regarding pragmatics field, especially whose which are related to the 
conversational implicature. Besides, this research can be used as an additional 
reference for further researches. The findings showed that from 564 utterances in 
“The Foreigner” movie, there were 28 utterances that belong to the conversational 
implicature by flouting the maxim of conversation. Those are 8 utterances flout the 
maxim of quantity, 1 utterance flouts the maxim of quality, 13 utterances flout the 
maxim of relation and 6 utterances flout the maxim of manner. According to the type 
of the conversational implicature, the researcher found 16 conversational implicatures 
that belong to the generalized conversational implicature and 12 conversational 
implicatures that belong to the particularized conversational implicature. 
Keywords: conversational implicature, flouting maxim  
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
This chapter consists of Background, Research Question, Objective of the 
Research, Significance of the Research, and Scope of the Research. 
A. Background 
One of the most important things in this world is communication. By 
communicating, all of the aims of communication can be achieved. Some people 
communicate with others in order to give or to get information about someone, a 
place, a job, to know the direction of somewhere, to convey our ideas, our feelings 
such as love, sadness, sympathy, hate and many things else. Communication itself is 
transmission of information. In other words, it is an act of conveying messages to 
another. Communication can take in form of speech, text, or sign language such as 
facial expression and gesture. The most common of communication form is talking. 
Because of that, good communication is needed in order to make the interaction runs 
well. Speaker and listener must speak cooperatively and mutually accept one another 
to be understood in a particular way. On the other hand, the communication or 
conversation among the people does not always go well. Sometimes there is any lie, 
ambiguity, irrelevant or uninformative conversation which creates confusion even 
misunderstanding among the participants. 
That situation in pragmatics called implicatute. As Cruse (2006: 85) said that 
Implicature are parts of the meaning of utterances which are not strictly part of “what 
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is said” in the act of utterance. The implicature that occurs in the conversation called 
conversational implicature. Griffiths (2006: 134) states that conversational 
implicatures are inferences that depend on the existence of norms for the use of 
language, such as widespread agreement that contain communicators should aim to 
tell the truth. Something which is implied in conversation, that is, something which is 
left implicit in actual language use (Mey, 2001: 45). 
The language used may depend on the situation. In situation, people may use 
direct utterances but sometimes they also use indirect utterances or implicature 
strategies in their conversation. As Allah SWT said in holy Qur-an: 
“Allah does not like the bad utterance that is directly said except by one who has 
been wronged. And ever is Allah Hearing and Knowing.” (QS. An-Nisa‟ 4: 148) 
Based on the verse above, Allah SWT explains that people should use good 
utterance in their conversation to show their feelings with others. As like in the real 
life, people sometimes use direct utterance or indirect utterance. People use indirect 
utterance or implicature to replace bad utterance. 
Conversational implicature is chosen by the researcher because the 
researcher finds that it is interesting thing where the implicature is not matter of 
sentence‟s meaning but of an utterance‟s meaning. Then the listener may imply 
further information from what speaker actually says. There are many cases of 
implicatures in daily life. For example in Journal by Tsojon and Jonah (2016: 43), if 
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someone says “look, the train!” while approaching a railway station, the implicature 
is “we must hurry”. In that example, the speaker does not immediately say his/her 
aim. What the speaker said is different with his/her aim. But indirectly, the listener 
can understand what the speaker said based on the situation. 
Furthermore, the phenomenon of conversational implicature also occurs in 
the entertainment industry, such as movie. One of the examples of conversational 
implicatures in the movie can be seen in Lestari‟s research (2013: 63). Edith said, 
“Can I drink this?”, and Dr. Nefario answered, “Do you want to explode?”. Based on 
that conversation, Dr. Nefario should explain clearly that Edith was not allowed to 
drink the liquid because it contained dangerous chemical elements. Edith could 
explode, if he drank it. But, in fact, Dr. Nefario answered Edith‟s question with the 
question as well. The conversation occurred when Edith was in the Dr. Nefario‟s 
laboratory. 
In the movie, most of the utterances by the characters make the audiences 
think for a moment to understand what the meaning of the spoken. It is caused by the 
characters‟ utterance sometimes has a meaning or a purpose that is different from 
what speaker‟s intention. Therefore, it might to know what the conversational 
purpose is. For enjoying the movie, it has to know what is exactly meant by the 
characters in the movie. Besides, understanding meaning of conversation is needed in 
order to avoid misunderstanding. 
Movie is a good object for linguistic research since movie provides the 
language phenomena within its dialogue such as implicature. Furthermore, the study 
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of conversational implicature in the movie is important, because it cannot be denied 
that movie as audio-visual media has become one of the most popular media for 
English learners in learning language. This is the reason why the researcher chooses 
movie as the object of the research. The movie that is chosen by the researcher is 
“The Foreigner” movie. “The Foreigner” is a 2017 action thriller film directed by 
Martin Campbell. The movie was released in United States on 13 October 2017. 
The researcher has done the preliminary research and she found many of 
conversational implicature which appear in “The Foreigner” movie. Therefore, the 
researcher finds out and analyses conversational implicatures on “The Foreigner” 
movie by using the Grice‟s theory of conversational implicature. The researcher 
conducted the research under the title “Conversational Implicatures in The Foreigner 
Movie”. 
B. Research Question 
Based on the background, the researcher formulated the research question as 
follow: 
1. What maxims are flouted by the characters in “The Foreigner” movie which 
create conversational implicatures?  
2. What is the type of each conversational implicatures which occur in “The 
Foreigner” movie? 
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C. Objective of the Research 
In line with the research question stated above, the objectives of this research 
are: 
1. To find the maxims which are flouted by the characters in “The Foreigner” 
movie which create conversational implicatures. 
2. To determine the type of each conversational implicatures which occur in 
“The Foreigner” movie. 
D. Significance of the Research 
This research is expected can give theoretical and practical significance. 
Theoretically, this research can enrich the knowledge regarding linguistics field, 
especially those which are related to the conversational implicature. Practically, from 
this research, the lecturer can get some additional materials about conversational 
implicature which can help them to teach. It is not only used by the lecturers but also 
the students. For the students, this research is expected to give more knowledge about 
conversational implicature. Besides, this research can be used as an additional 
reference and information for further researches related with this research. 
E. Scope of the Research 
This research is done within the scope of pragmatics study focusing on 
conversational implicature that occur in “The Foreigner” movie, which was released 
on October 13
th
, 2017. The conversational implicatures by all the characters in “The 
Foreigner” movie is analyzed by using the theory of conversational implicature which 
proposed by Grice (1975) 
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CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 
This chapter reviews some previous findings, some related topics namely 
Pragmatics, Context, Cooperative Principle, Flouting Maxim, and Conversational 
Implicature, and Synopsis of “The Foreigner” Movie. 
A. Previous Findings 
The researcher presents some previous findings which correlate with this 
research. First, Fitriany (2016) conducted her research under the title “Generating 
Conversational Implicature Strategies on The Advertisements of Vogue Magazine”. 
Descriptive qualitative method is used by the researcher. This research aims to 
analyze the strategies of generating conversational implicature which is used by the 
copywriters and to identify several possible reasons beyond generating conversational 
implicature in the advertisement of Vogue magazine October 2015 edition. She used 
the theory of Grice‟s implicature and theory of expressing indirectness of Thomas. 
The research showed that the copywriter of Vogue magazine generated 
conversational implicature by observing maxim of cooperative principle four times 
and violated the maxim twelve times in the language of advertisements. As for the 
detail findings, within this research is discovered one observance of quality maxims, 
two violation of quality maxims, three observance of quantity maxims, five violation 
of manner maxims, and five violation of relevance maxims. Then, the copywriter 
mostly violated the cooperative principle maxim to generate conversational 
implicature to give more attractive results to the readers of magazine. The copywriter 
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of Vogue magazine generated implicature in the language of advertisements to gain 
four reasons: interestingness, increase the force message, compete goal, and 
politeness. 
Second, Arfiyah (2014) conducted her research under the title “A Study of 
Conversational Implicature in Sentilan Sentilun Talkshow on Metro TV”. Her 
research belongs to qualitative research. The research focused on pragmatics field 
about implicature and cooperative principle in the conversation between two main 
characters, Sentilan Sentilun and the guest star in 2 episodes using theory of 
implicature and cooperative principle proposed by Grice. The research aims to 
determine the type of four maxims that are violated by the figures in Sentilan Sentilun 
Talkshow on Metro TV and to know the message that want to be conveyed by the 
figures. On her research, she found 20 violences of maxim. The result of the 
conversation and the utterances can be violated more than one maxim of conversation 
and the utterances that flouted the maxim contain implied meaning.  
Third, Vikry (2014) conducted his research under the title “An Analysis of 
Conversational Implicature in Iron Man 3”. Descriptive qualitative method is used by 
the researcher to describe and identify the conversational implicature. This research is 
a pragmatics study that aims to classify the types of conversational implicature 
resulted from non-observance maxims which have been done by the characters in 
Iron Man 3 and to explain the meaning. He used Grice‟s theory for analyzing the 
conversational implicature that found in the dialogue of the characters in the movie. 
From this research, he found conversational implicatures rising because the utterances 
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of the characters non-observance maxims, they are: two flouting maxims of quantity, 
two flouting maxims of quality, two flouting maxims of relation, five flouting 
maxims of manner, one opting out maxim of manner, one opting out maxim of 
quantity and manner, and one violating maxim of quantity and manner. He also found 
the existence of two types of conversational implicature, those are two generalized 
conversational implicatures and thirteen particularized conversational implicatures. 
From some previous findings above, there are similarity and differentiation 
between those previous findings and this research. All the researches above are 
qualitative descriptive research same as this research. The three of the previous 
findings used Grice‟s theory of conversational implicature, but in the first previous 
finding, she not only used theory by Grice, but also the theory of expressing 
indirectness by Thomas, while this research only used the theory of conversational 
implicature by Grice same as the second and third previous findings. Every research 
has different purpose, but this research almost has same purpose as the third research. 
The purpose of the third previous finding is to find out the conversation that do not 
follow the conversational maxim which create the implicature and determine the 
types of the conversational implicatures whether it is generalized implicatures or 
particularized implicature. But even so, the purpose of this research still has 
differentiation with the third research, this research only focusing on the flouting 
maxims while the third research, not only analyze the flouting maxims but also others 
non-observance maxim such as violation and opting out. The object of the research of 
all the three previous findings is different. The first previous finding chose Vogue 
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Magazine as the object of the research, and the second one used talk show as the 
object of the research. The third previous finding used movie with the title “Iron Man 
3” as the object of the research same as this research. The researcher chose movie 
entitled “The Foreigner” as the object of this research. 
B. Pertinent Ideas 
1. Pragmatics 
Pragmatics is one of the branches in linguistics. Pragmatics deals with 
aspects of meaning that are not „looked up‟ but which are „worked out‟ on 
particular of use (Cruse, 2006:136). According to Wang (2011: 1162), 
pragmatics deals with the study of language in use in different contexts. The 
focus of pragmatics analysis is in meaning of the word or sentence. Leech (1983: 
21) defines that pragmatics is the study of how utterance have meanings in 
situation. Grundy (2000: 27) also states that pragmatics is the study of language 
used in contextualized communication and the usage principles associated with 
it. Pragmatics concentrates on the aspects of meaning that cannot be predicted by 
linguistics language alone and takes into account of knowledge about physical 
and social world. Moreover, Yule (2010: 128) states that pragmatics is the study 
of “invisible” meaning, or how we recognize what is meant even when it is not 
actually said or written. In order for that to happen, speakers or writers must be 
able to depend on a lot of shared assumptions and expectations when they try to 
communicate. Gadzar (1979: 2) added that Pragmatics has as its topic those 
aspects of the meaning of utterances which cannot be accounted for by straight 
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forward reference to the truth conditions of the sentence uttered. The advantage 
of studying language via pragmatics is that one can talk about people‟s intended 
meaning, their assumption, their purpose or goals and also the kind of action. As 
Leech (1983: 1) argues, “we cannot really understand the nature of language 
itself unless we understand pragmatics.” According to Levinson (1983: 9), the 
scopes of pragmatics are deixis, presupposition, speech acts, and conversational 
implicatures. Based on some of the definitions above, the researcher concludes 
that pragmatics concerns about the function of language in communication and 
the speaker‟s intention or meaning while stating utterance toward listener.  
2. Context 
To understand the notion of communication, context happens to be 
completely important since speaker and listener have to know the context in 
which the conversation takes place. Context itself according to Leech (1983: 13) 
is the relevant aspect of the physical or social setting of utterance. There is a 
relation that cannot be separate between pragmatics, conversation, and context. If 
we talking about pragmatics it is mean that we also talking about context. As 
Yule (1996: 3) said that pragmatics is the study of contextual meaning. In simple 
terms, we can think about pragmatics as the study of contribution of context to 
meaning. So does the conversation, it is very important for the people in the 
conversation to see the context which the conversation occurred. Therefore, 
understanding context can be a helpful way to know the speaker and listener‟s 
intention during the conversation. The context helps the listener to imply the 
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meaning in the conversation. As Grundy (2000: 72) states that in the case of 
implicature, context helps us to determine what is conveyed implicitly but not 
explicitly stated by the speaker.  
3. Cooperative Principle 
The conversation can be success depends on the various speakers‟ 
approach to the interaction. The way in which people try to make the 
conversation work is called Cooperative principle. The Cooperative Principle is 
the basic assumption that the speaker and listener make when they speak to one 
another to make it cooperative that construct meaningful conversation. As Grice 
in Cole and Morgan (1975: 45) states that, in communication, you have to make 
your conversational contribution such as is requires, at the stage at which it 
occurs, by the accepted purpose or direction of the talk exchange in which you 
are engaged. In short, according to Sommai and Padgate (2013: 28), the 
cooperative principle describes how people use language when they 
communicate. Black (2006: 23) also states that cooperative principle is the 
ground rules that we observe when speaking and interpreting utterance. Based on 
Cruse (2006: 40), cooperative principle was suggested by the philosopher Grice 
as the basis for an explanation of how conversational implicatures arise. The 
conversations agree to abide by certain norms. Grice (1975) spelled out the 
norms in greater detail in the norm of a set of maxims of conversation. The four 
conversational maxims are:  
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a) Maxim of Quantity 
1) Make the contribution as informative as required (for the current 
purposes of exchange). 
2) Do not make the contribution more informative than is required. 
Grundy (2000: 74) states that maxim of quantity as one of the 
cooperative principles is concerned in giving the information as it is required 
and is not giving the information more than it required.For example in 
Thesis by Huda (2013: 24): 
A : Where is the hospital?  
B : In the next of that store.  
It can be seen that B‟s information is informative and give enough contribution 
toward A‟s question about the exact location of hospital.  
b) Maxim of Quality 
1) Do not say what is believed to be false. 
2) Do not say that for which it lack adequate evidence. 
Grundy (2000: 74) said that, maxim quality can be defined as truthful 
as required. That means the speaker should inform the truth and they are not 
allowed to say what they think false and give the statement that run short of 
proof. Add by Palmer (1981: 173), the maxim of quality can be used to 
account for the fact.To get deeper understanding, here is an example: 
A : Where is Eiffel tower located? 
B : In Paris. 
13 
 
In that example, B answers rightly what A needs to know about the location 
of Eiffel tower. B gives the correct answer which shows about the true fact. 
c) Maxim of Relation 
Maxim of relation means the utterance must be relevant with the 
topic that being discussed. Cruse (2006: 102) also added that the truth of a 
statement is no guarantee that it is an appropriate contribution to a 
conversation, but it must also suitably with the rest of the conversation.For 
example in Thesis by Fitriany (2016: 18): 
A : Do you want to come to Risty‟s birthday party tonight? 
B : Unfortunately, I have to prepare mathematics for the exam tomorrow. 
In the shown example, B‟s answer is relevant and appropriate with A‟s 
question. By answering such expression above, A can immediately 
understand that B cannot come with him to Risty‟s birthday party since B 
has to study mathematics for tomorrow‟s exam. 
d) Maxim of Manner 
1) Avoid unclearness of expression. 
2) Avoid ambiguity. 
3) Be brief (avoid unnecessary prolixity). 
4) Be orderly. 
According to Grice in Cole and Morgan (1975: 46), the maxim of 
manner thus relates not to what is said but, rather to how what is said to be 
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said. So, we should be clear in what we say. Never use a long word where a 
short one will do. For example: 
A : Where‟s Bill? 
B : He‟s at Sue house. 
In the example, A asks a question to B, and B answers the A‟s question 
clearly and there is no ambiguity in B‟s answer. 
From some explanation above, it can conclude that although it is 
difficult to obey and follow all the cooperative principle and its maxim of 
conversation in uttering the utterance, but it is essential to follow the cooperative 
principle in order to make the conversation among the participants run more 
effectively.  
4. Flouting Maxim 
Flouting maxim is when speakers appear not to follow the maxims but 
expect listeners to appreciate the implied meaning. As Cutting (2002: 37) said 
that when flouting a maxim, the speaker assumes that the hearer knows that their 
words should not be taken at face value and they can infer the implicit meaning. 
Black (2006: 25) said that flouting maxim does not mean that communication has 
broken down, but that the speaker has chosen an indirect way of achieving it. 
According to Grundy (2000: 78), flouting maxims particularly salient way of 
getting an addressee to draw an inference and hence recover an implicature. 
Thomas in Mey (2001: 77) also states that flouting the maxims is when people 
blatantly fail to observe one or several maxims. Thus, speaker who makes it clear 
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that they are not following the conversational maxims is said to be flouting the 
maxims.   
a) Flouting Maxim of Quantity 
The speaker who flouts the maxim of quantity seems to give too little or 
too much information. For example in the research by Huda (2013: 27): 
John : Where is Meredith? 
Elizabeth : The Control Room or the Science Lab. 
From the example above, Elizabeth is flouting the maxim of Quantity, 
Elizabeth does not give as much information as John wanted (Maredith‟s 
exact location) but instead gave a weaker statement. She gave two possible 
options. 
b) Flouting Maxim of Quality 
Flouting maxim of quality occurs when speaker‟s contribution is not 
true. In other words, the utterance is marked flouting the maxim of quality 
because the speaker gives opposite statement than the fact. To get deeper 
understanding, here is an example from journal by Fang and Xin (2017: 44): 
Prince Yu : Look at yourself, you are always so serious! And you are so 
talent, one day, you must will be the Prince of Liang! 
Prince Jing : Do you have other things to do? 
This conversation occurs between Prince Yu and Prince Jing. Prince Yu 
always wanted to be the King in the future. However, Prince Jing was not 
admired by the King. So, Prince Yu said the irony to Prince Jing to express 
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that although he was struggling, it was impossible for him to be the Prince. 
As for the answer of Prince Jing, we can see that Prince Jing understood the 
implicature of Yu and he did not want to communicate with Yu anymore, 
thus he said “do you have anything to do?”. 
c) Flouting Maxim of Relation 
Based on Cutting (2002: 39) if the speakers flout the maxim of relation, 
they expect that the hearers will be able to imagine what the utterance did 
not say, and make the connection between their utterance and the preceding 
one. In short, flouting maxim of relation happens when the speaker or the 
listener gives a response which not related to the topic of the conversation. 
For example in the journal by Inayati (2014: 56): 
Joey : Mind if I sit down? 
Lorelai : Actually, I‟m meeting someone. 
In the example above, Lolerai‟s answer is irrelevant with Joey‟s question. 
She rejects his request with information which has an implication that 
Lorelai minds Joey sits beside her because she has an appointment with 
someone. Lolerai‟s utterance in rejection Joey‟s request flouts the maxim of 
relation.  
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d) Flouting Maxim of Manner 
Flouting maxim of manner occurs when speaker‟s contribution is not 
perspicuous and it may be obscure, ambiguous and not reasonable direct. For 
example in the result of Vikry‟s research (2014: 43): 
Tony : I‟m out. Give me, you got extra magazines? 
Rhodes : They‟re not universal, Tony.  
Rhodes‟ utterance “they‟re universal” above is a conversational implicature. 
It is because Rhodes is uncooperative in the conversation. He is flouting the 
maxim of manner with blatantly gives unclear information. He has simply 
refusing the Tony‟s request.  
5. Conversational Implicature 
Conversational implicature is closely related to the cooperative principle 
(Yule, 1996). The conversational implicature will not happen if the people follow 
the cooperative principle during their conversation with another. But, when 
speakers appear not to follow the conversational maxims and expect listeners to 
appreciate the implied meaning, it can be said that the speakers are flouting the 
maxims. According to Grundy (2000: 78), flouting maxims particularly salient 
way of getting an addressee to draw an inference and hence recover an 
implicature. Verschueren (1999: 34) also states that conversational implicature or 
implicit meaning inferred from the obvious flouting of a conversational maxim in 
combination with assumed adherence to the co-operative principle. Thus, 
implicature deals with speaker‟s intention as the additional meaning of utterances 
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by ignoring the conversational norms or maxims. In short, when the speakers are 
flouting the maxims it means that they are doing the conversational implicatures. 
The notion of conversational implicature is one of the single most 
important ideas in pragmatics. Conversational implicature is usually also called 
implicature as shorthand. Conversational implicatures arise from a combination 
of language and situation (Black, 2006: 25). According to Mey (2001: 371), 
conversational implicature can be defined as an opposite or additional pragmatic 
meaning of an utterance with respect to the literal meaning expressed by the 
utterance. In a conversation, the speaker must be able to give the utterance 
effectively so the listener can accept the message from the speaker. Horn (2006: 
3) added that implicature is a component of speaker meaning that constitutes an 
aspect of what is meant in a speaker‟s utterance without being part of what is 
said. 
Grice (1975) also said that implicature is an indirect meaning or implied 
meaning posed by what is said. Grice (1975) distinguishes conversational 
implicature into two types, those are generalized conversational implicature and 
particularized conversational implicature. 
a) Generalized Conversational Implicature 
Implicature counts as generalized conversational implicature if the 
conversational implicature is a default reading, that is to say it arises unless 
it is explicitly cancelled and is to that extent independent of context (Cruse, 
2006: 71). Grice (1975) as quoted by Levinson (1983:126) said that 
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generalized conversational implicatures are those that arise without any 
particular context or special scenario being necessary. Yule (1996: 41) also 
stated that generalized conversational implicature is when special 
background knowledge or inferences are not required in calculating the 
additional conveyed meaning. Generalized conversational implicature is 
merely to indicate that it tends to arise in such a broad range of context that 
it will not seem to depend on the details of the context too much. But this is 
just to say that the factors such conversational implicatures depend upon 
happen to be shared by many contexts (Geurts, 2010: 17). In other words, in 
generalized conversational implicature, the context is not needed to interpret 
the meaning that contain in the implicature, and the meaning of the 
implicature in generalized conversational implicature can be interpreted only 
by observing the structure of the words that used by the speaker. Look at the 
example below: 
A : I hope you brought the bread and the cheese. 
B : Ah, I brought the bread. 
Based on the example above, it means that speaker B does not bring the 
cheese, speaker B only brings the bread. Without any special background 
knowledge of the conversation, speaker A can understand what has been 
implied by speaker B, even speaker B does not mention the information 
about the cheese. 
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b) Particularized Conversational Implicature 
Particularized conversational implicature is one of the types of Grice‟s 
conversational implicature. Opposite from generalized conversational 
implicature, particularized implicatures arise because some special factors. 
As Yule (1996: 42) said that particularized conversational implicature is a 
conversational implicature which takes place in very specific contexts in 
which locally recognized inference are assumed. In line with Yule, Cruse 
(2006: 72) stated that a particularized conversational implicature is the 
implicature that depends on the specific context. Levinson (1983: 126) also 
stated that particularized conversational implicature is an implicature which 
do require such specific context. The listener interprets the information 
locally only in the scope of the conversation, and the participants of the 
conversation have to have the same knowledge so that cannot make any 
misunderstanding. It can be concluded that particularized conversational 
implicature is an additional unstated meaning that depends on special or 
local knowledge. For example in Vikry‟s thesis (2014): 
A : Have you tried using Blackberry Messenger in your android? 
B : It is only Gingerbread. 
From the example above, special knowledge is needed to be able to 
understand the implicature which has done by speaker B. Without any 
special knowledge, speaker A will not get the meaning of B‟s utterance. 
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C. Synopsis 
“The Foreigner” is a 2017 action thriller movie directed by Martin Campbell 
and written by David Marconi, based on the 1992 novel The Chinaman by Stephen 
Leather. “The Foreigner” movie was released in the United States on 13 October 
2017. This movie told about a humble businessman with a buried past seeks justice 
when his daughter is killed in an act of terrorism. A cat-and-mouse conflict ensues 
with a government official, whose past may hold clues to the killers‟ identities. There 
are many conversational implicatures in “The Foreigner” movie, some of utterances 
in “The Foreigner” movie flout the maxim of conversation. 
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CHAPTER III 
METHODOLOGY OF THE RESEARCH 
In this chapter, the research reveals the way of conducting the research such 
as Research Method, Data Source, Research Instrument, Procedure of Collecting 
Data, and Technique of Data Analysis. 
A. Research Method 
This research used descriptive qualitative method. According to Walliman 
(2011: 73), qualitative research depends on clear definition of the meaning of words 
and development of concepts and variables. Descriptive qualitative method is used 
because the data is collected on the words form and this research is finished in a way 
to answer the problem based on data which has been obtained from the source of 
data. 
B. Data Source 
The main source of the data in this research is one of literary works that is a 
movie entitled “The Foreigner” directed by Martin Campbell. The movie was 
released on October 13
th
, 2017 and has duration 114 minutes. The data are all the 
characters utterances and its context in “The Foreigner” movie. Besides, the 
researcher also needs transcript to support the main source data. The researcher uses 
the transcript as the supporting data in order to get accurate data. Furthermore, it is 
very helpful and efficient for the researcher to conduct the research. So that, the 
researcher does not need to record all the conversation in “The Foreigner” movie. 
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C. Research Instrument 
The researcher used note taking sheet to note every conversation which 
belong to conversational implicature as Yin (2011: 156) said that note taking can be 
the dominant research instrument when doing qualitative research. 
D. Procedure of Collecting Data 
The researcher used some steps for collecting the data, as follow:  
1. The researcher watched “The Foreigner” movie from beginning until the end 
of the movie to know the story line of the movie and it is also help the 
researcher for understanding the context in the movie. 
2. During the watching process, the researcher noticed the conversation in “The 
Foreigner” movie which contain implicature by using the note taking. 
3. The researcher rechecked the data. And finally found the utterances with its 
context that become the data of this research. 
E. Technique of Data Analysis 
There are some steps in analyzing the data. Miles and Huberman (2014: 8) 
reveals three current flows data analysis, namely data condensation, data display, and 
conclusion drawing. Data condensation is the process of selecting, focusing, and 
simplifying data that exists in the real transcriptions. Data display is organized 
information including the final conclusion. Conclusion drawing is meant to state a 
temporal result of the research. 
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1. Data Condensation 
In this step, the researcher chose some relevant utterances in “The Foreigner” 
movie. The researcher focused on the utterances which flout the maxim of 
conversation. Thus, the researcher reduced the characters‟ utterances which 
do not flout the conversational maxims since the utterances give no impact to 
this research analysis. 
2. Data Display 
The researcher then classified the utterances based on the conversational 
maxim that being flouted and also the type of the conversational 
implicaturebased on the theory of conversational implicature which proposed 
by Grice (1975).  
3. Conclusion 
Finally, the researcher drew a conclusion in relation to the conversational 
implicature, the conversation which belongs to the conversational implicature 
by flouting the maxim of conversation and the types of conversational 
implicature. 
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CHAPTER IV 
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 
This chapter presents the research findings and discussion. In this chapter, 
the analysis of the data is in line with the research questions. The findings part 
explained about the result from the analysis. The discussion part globally explained 
about the finding. 
A. Findings 
In these findings of the research, the researcher focused on two research 
questions in which the first research question concerns on the conversational 
implicatures which occur in “The Foreigner” movie based on Grice‟s theory of 
implicature and the second research question concerns about the types of each 
conversational implicature which occurs in “The Foreigner” movie based on Grice‟s 
theory of implicature.  
There are 564 utterances in “The Foreigner” movie. Based on the reseach 
that has been done by the researcher, from 564 utterances in “The Foreigner” movie, 
there are 28 utterances that belong to the conversational implicatures because of 
flouting the maxim of conversation. The result of this research can be seen below: 
1. Flouting Maxims which create Conversational Implicatures in “The 
Foreigner” Movie 
According to Grice (1975), in the cooperative principle, there are four kinds 
of conversational maxims. The fourth of the conversational maxims are maxim of 
quantity, maxim of quality, maxim of relation and maxim of manner. Furthermore, in 
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this first part of findings, the researcher showed the conversational implicature in 
“The Foreigner” movie which occurs by flouting the maxim of conversation. Based 
on the data analysis, the researcher found all the four kinds of maxim which are 
flouted by the participants in “The Foreigner” movie based on Grice‟s theory. 
a. Flouting Maxim of Quantity 
In “The Foreigner” movie, flouting maxim of quality occurred 8 times. 
They were in Extract 1, 6, 10, 11, 18, 23, 24 and 28. Some extracts below were 
flouting the maxim of quantity because the participants gave more information 
than required. 
Extract 1 
01:40 
01:43 
01:45 
01:46 
Mr. Quan 
Fan  
Mr. Quan 
Fan 
: When do I meet him? 
: His name’s Chappy. On the football team and.. 
: Chubby? 
: “Chappy.” You‟ll meet when he picks me up for the 
dance. 
The conversation above between Mr. Quan and Fan was happened in the 
car. Mr. Quan asked to Fan “When do I meet him?” because when Mr. Quan 
picked up his daughter, Fan, Mr. Quan saw Fan was talking with a man afterward 
that man waving to Fan. Not only answered the question just based on Mr. 
Quan‟s question but Fan also answered the question by telling the name of the 
man even based on that conversation, Mr. Quan does not ask about the man‟s 
name. She might believe that Mt. Quan wanted to get acquainted with the man. 
That is why Fan told a little bit information about Chappy. Fan gave information 
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which is more informative than required, so that the conversation belongs to the 
conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of quantity.  
Extract 6 
06:46 
06:48 
Bomber 1 
Bomber 2 
: We should be moving. That‟s normal procedure. 
: Every cop, hotel, and landlady in London is now 
looking for the Irishman. This place is safe, so 
long as we stay put. 
The conversation occurred in the bombers‟ apartment when they had heard 
the news about the bomb that they had done in OBT Bank in Knightsbridge. 
Bomber 2 gave a suggestion that they should be moving from their place. Instead 
of just saying “No”, bomber 3 gave information about the place and people that 
are looking for the Irishman even bomber 2 did not ask about it. He gave 
information which is more informative toward bomber 2‟s statement.Bomber 3 
can directly say that they cannot move from their place, but bomber 3 gave 
additional information to make sure that their place is safe. The bomber 3‟s 
utterance belongs to the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of 
quantity.  
Extract 10 
18:24 
18:27 
Bromley 
Mr. Quan 
: How long have you been here Mr. Quan? 
: Since 1984. I’m British citizen. 
The conversation between Bromley and Mr. Quan occurred in the police 
office. Bromley just asked “How long have you been here?”, then Mr. Quan 
answered “since 1984” and gave an additional information by stating that he is a 
British citizen even Bromley did not ask about what citizen of Mr. Quan is. It can 
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be seen that in Extract 10, Mr. Quan‟s answer flouts the maxim of quantity since 
he gave more information than required. Mr. Quan should answer the question 
just based on Bromley‟s question but in fact, Mr. Quan gave another statement to 
convince Bromley that he already a British citizen.  
Extract 11 
28:20 
 
28:28 
Mr. Quan 
 
Hannesy 
: If you do not know who they are, I would like you to 
please find out. 
: I haven’t been affiliated with the UDI for 30 years. 
When I was, I fought hard against the violence. I 
went to prison for what I did, and paid my debt. 
Now, I serve the politics of both sides, trying to 
heal the wounds and bridge the divide. Again, my 
sincere condolences, but there‟s nothing I can do. 
The conversation happened in Hannesy‟s office. Mr. Quan came to the 
Hannesy‟s office to ask for Hannesy‟s help in order to find the bombers that 
caused his daughter died. In that conversation, Mr. Quan asked Hannesy to find 
out the bombers, instead of just giving a response to the Mr. Quan‟s request, 
Hannesy told to Mr. Quan about his experience before, even Mr. Quan did not 
ask about it. Because of Hannesy‟s additional information toward Mr. Quan‟s 
request, Hannesy‟s remark flouts the maxim of quantity. Hannesy gave more 
information than required. Hannesy should answer Mr. Quan‟s request by saying 
“Yes, I will find them” or “no, I will not.” Hannesy‟s answer implies that his 
additional information toward Mr. Quan‟s request is as a statement reinforcing 
that he could not do more as desired by Mr. Quan.  
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Extract 23 
01:22:32 
01:22:34 
Mr. Quan 
Sean 
: You know why you‟re still alive? 
: You want the names? They’re in the phone. The 
last text, code 7741. Five names and their location 
in London. O’reilly set the bomb that killed your 
daughter. He’s got a burn-mark on his right hand.  
The conversation occurred in the woods when Mr. Quan got Sean. Mr. 
Quan tied Sean‟s hands and feet. Mr. Quan asked to Sean “you know why you‟re 
still alive?” and Sean answered the question by stating a question. Sean answered 
by the question and directly telling the information about the bombers even Mr. 
Quan did not ask about it. Sean gave more information than required. He had 
done the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of quantity. Sean‟s 
remark means that he knew why he still alive, because Mr. Quan wanted to know 
the names of the bombers.  
Extract 24 
01:22:56 
01:22:57 
Mr. Quan 
Sean 
: You fought in the army? 
: Iraq. Royal Irish Regiment. Two tours, special 
Forces. 
The conversation happened in the woods same as in extract 23. Mr. Quan 
asked to Sean “Did you fight in the army?” Sean answered Mr. Quan‟s question 
by giving additional information by saying “two tours, special force” while Mr. 
Quan did not ask about it. The additional information that had given by Sean 
made Sean‟s utterance belongs to the conversational implicature by flouting the 
maxim of quantity because he gave more information than required. It can be 
seen that Sean‟s utterance implies an answer “yes”.  
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Extract 28 
01:43:13 
01:43:16 
Police 3 
Bromley 
: He‟s returned. Do I send in a team? 
: I believe we owe this chap something, keep back 
for now. Observe and report only. 
The conversation occurred in the phone when police 3 provided the 
information to Bromley that Mr. Quan had returned to his restaurant, Happy 
Peacock. Police 3 asked to Bromley about what is the next step to be done, does 
he sent in a team or not. Based on police 3‟s question, the answer should be 
“yes” or “no”. But, Bromley adds the answer with the statement “I believe that 
we owe this chap something”. Bromley gives more information than required. 
Thus, his utterance belongs to the conversational implicature by flouting the 
maxim of quantity.   
b. Flouting Maxim of Quality 
In this research, the researcher found that the flouting maxim of quality 
only occurred once, that was in Extract 12. 
Extract 12 
31:06 
 
31:10 
Inspector 
 
Hannesy 
: I suppose it would be a waste of time asking who 
might‟ve done this. 
: No one comes to mind. 
The conversation occurred when the Inspector came to Hannesy‟s office 
because there was a bombing that happened in Hannesy‟s office. The Inspector 
thought that Hannesy had known the doer. Then, Hannesy respond by saying 
“No one comes to mind.” Based on the context of, Hannesy gave the information 
which is not true. The fact is Hannesy already knew the man who plant the bomb 
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in his office based on the proof that has been found. But, Hannesy told to the 
inspector “no one comes to mind” which means that “I don‟t know who did this”. 
Because Hannesy gave the information which is not true, the Hannesy‟s 
utterance belongs to the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of 
quality. According to Hannesy‟s utterance, it can be seen that he does not want if 
other people know that the accident that was happened in his office is caused by 
the old man and he does not want anyone knows that he cannot handle the small 
thing.  
c. Flouting Maxim of Relation 
Based on the data which have been found by the researcher, the flouting 
maxim of relation happened 13 times. They were in Extract 2, 3, 4, 8, 9, 13, 16, 
17, 20, 22, 25, 26 and 27. All of the extracts below showed that the participants 
give a response which not related to the topic of the conversation. 
Extract 8 
13:21 
 
 
13:24 
Policewoman 
 
 
Mr. Quan 
: They were found on site, not far from your 
daughter‟s body. Can you positively identify them 
as hers? 
: Who did this? 
The conversation occurred in Mr. Quan‟s restaurant, Happy Peacock. 
The policewoman showed the things to Mr. Quan while asking “Can you 
positively identify them as hers?” Mr. Quan just saw the things that had shown 
by the policewoman and said “who did this?” Mr. Quan should give an answer 
toward the policewoman‟s question but in contrast, Mr. Quan answered the 
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policewoman‟s question by giving another question. Mr. Quan‟s utterance 
belongs to the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of relation since 
there is no relation between the policewoman‟s question and Mr. Quan‟s answer. 
Based on the context, Mr. Quan‟s utterance implies that the things are Fan‟s 
stuff. Mr. Quan just had not believed that his daughter had gone. That is why, he 
just saw the things and asked back to the policewoman.  
Extract 9 
13:31 
13:34 
Mr. Quan 
Policeman 
: Why my daughter? 
: Is there someone we can call to come and be with 
you Mr. Quan? 
The conversation occurred in Happy Peacock, Mr. Quan‟s restaurant. 
Mr. Quan asked to the police why his daughter became the victim. The 
policeman gave an answer which was not relevant with the topic that being 
discussed by Mr. Quan. The policeman should give an answer toward Mr. 
Quan‟s question but in contrast, the policeman answered the question with the 
question as well. The policeman ignored Mr. Quan‟s question by stating another 
question. The policeman‟s remark flouts the maxim of relation because the 
policeman gave the information which was not relevance with Mr. Quan‟s 
question. The policeman should answer Mr. Quan‟s question by saying “I don‟t 
know why your daughter has become the victim”. 
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Extract 13 
31:48 
31:52 
Hannesy 
Mr. Quan 
: You come to my office and plant a fucking bomb? 
: Have you changed your mind? 
The conversation occurred in the telephone. Hannesy answered the 
phone by Mr. Quan and directly said “You come to my office and plant a fucking 
bomb?” Mr. Quan then said “Have you changed your mind?” Mr. Quan‟s answer 
did not have relation toward Hannesy‟s question. Thus, that utterance flouts the 
maxim of relation. The utterance implied the answer “Yes”, it can be seen 
because Mr. Quan gave a response to the Hannesy and Mr. Quan repeat the same 
question about the names that they had already discussed before. Mr. Quan 
should answer the Hannesy‟s question that he was the man who plants the bomb. 
But in fact, Mr. Quan answered the question with the question as well.  
Extract 16 
38:37 
38:40 
Mary 
Hannesy 
: What is going‟ on? 
: Pack your bag. You’re going to the farm. Go on. 
Get your things. 
The conversation above occurred in Hannesy‟s house when Hannesy 
was scolding to his accomplices because they cannot catch the old Asian man, 
Mr. Quan. Mary then asked to Hannesy “What is going on?” Instead of telling to 
Mary what was happened, Hannasy just asked Mary to pack her bag. Because of 
his irrelevant answer toward Mary‟s question, Hannesy‟s utterance belongs to the 
conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of relation. Based on Mary‟s 
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question, Hannesy should answer Mary‟s question by explaining what was 
happened.  
Extract 20 
55:53 
55:57 
Hannesy 
Sean 
: I need a tracker, Sean. Can you give us a hand? 
: I’ll take a morning flight. 
The conversation occurred in the phone, when Hannesy wanted Sean to 
help him to find Mr. Quan. Sean then said “I‟ll take a morning flight”, his answer 
is irrelevant with Hannesy‟s question. Thus, Sean‟s utterance belongs to the 
conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of relation. Sean‟s remark 
implies an answer “yes, I will help you”. Instead of saying that direct utterance, 
he gave an indirect utterance by saying “I‟ll take a morning flight”.  
Extract 26 
01:34:36 
01:34:38 
Police 2 
Maggy 
: What‟s this, eh? Your next bomb? 
: Go fuck yourself. 
The conversation occurred in bombers‟ apartment when Maggy was 
interrogating by the police. Police 2 asked to Maggy about their next bomb that 
the bombers had been planned. Maggy then answered the police 2‟s question by 
saying abusive answer. Maggy‟s gave a response which not related to the Police 
2‟s question. Thus, Maggy‟s answer belongs to the conversational implicature by 
flouting the maxim of relation. Maggy should answer the question by saying 
“yes” or “no”. But she ignored the question by saying an abusive answer to the 
police.  
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d. Flouting Maxim of Manner 
According to the research that has been done by the researcher, the 
researcher found that the flouting maxim of manner in “The Foreigner” movie 
was occurred 6 times, they were in Extract 5, 7, 14, 15, 19 and 2. 
Extract 5   
02:38 
02:39 
02:41 
Fan 
Mr. Quan 
Fan 
: I‟m getting out. 
: No, no, no. Wait until I park. 
: Everyone’s already inside. 
The conversation happened when Mr. Quan and Fan had just arrived in 
the boutique. After they had arrived in front of the boutique, Fan wanted to 
immediately get down from the car. But Mr. Quan held her by saying “Wait until 
I park”. Fan then said “Everyone‟s already inside” by opening the door of the 
car. Fan gave the obscure information or did not directly say to the purpose. 
Because of her obscure respond towards Mr. Quan‟s command, Fan‟s utterance 
belongs to the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of manner. 
Fan‟s remark implies that she did not want to wait Mr. Quan until he parked the 
car.  
Extract 7 
07:45 
 
07:47 
07:50 
Hannesy 
 
Maggy 
Hannesy 
: Let‟s stay here, door locked, blinds down. Room 
service for a week. Sound good? 
: And your work, Deputy Minister? 
: An acute case of food poisoning. 
The conversation happened in the hotel when Hannesy was with his 
affair, Maggy. On the conversation above, Maggy asked to Hannesy about what 
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will happen to Hannesy‟s work if Hannesy is absent. And Hannesy answered 
Maggy‟s question by mentioning a disease. He gave an unclearness expression 
toward Maggy‟s question. Because of his unclearness expression, Hannesy‟s 
answer belongs to the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of 
manner. Hannesy‟s answer implies “No problem, I will say that I have an acute 
of food poisoning”.   
Extract 21 
01:00:10 
01:00:11 
McGrath 
Hannesy 
: I heard you‟re checking my dumps. 
: We’re checking everyone’s. No exceptions. Four 
came up short. Two were yours. Ten kilos of Semtex 
missing. 
The conversation occurred in the farm, in Hannesy‟s room. McGrath 
came to Hannesy‟s room because he heard that his dumps were checked. 
Hannesy then said “We‟re cheking everyone‟s”. Hannesy‟s answer was not brief, 
he gave a prolix answer to McGrath. He should answer the question straight to 
the point. Hannesy‟s remark belongs to the conversational implicature by 
flouting the maxim of manner. Without any special knowledge of the utterance, 
McGrath can understand what was implied by Hannesy just based on Hannesy‟s 
utterance. Hannesy‟s utterance “We‟re checking everyone‟s” means that 
Hannesy also checked McGrath‟s dumps.  
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2. Types of Conversatoinal Implicature in “The Foreigner” Movie 
In this second part of findings, the researcher analyzed and categorized the 
type of each conversational implicature which occurs in “The Foreigner” movie. 
Grice (1975) distinguishes the conversational implicature into two types, those are 
generalized conversational implicature and particularized conversational implicature. 
a. Generalized Conversational Implicature 
Based on the research that has been done, the researcher found that there 
are some conversational implicature which is not connected with the context of 
the conversation. The meaning of the conversation can be drawn without any 
context, it just based on the general knowledge. The generalized conversational 
implicatures occurred 16 times, they were in Extract 1, 4, 6, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, 20, 21, 23, 24 and 28. 
Extract 4 
02:00 
02:03 
Mr. Quan 
Fan 
: So he won‟t drive you? 
: Limo’s come with drivers. So, stop worrying. 
In Extract 4 above, the conversational implicature which had been done 
by Fan can be drawn without the special knowledge of that implicature. What 
was said by Fan is not only about the information that “Limo‟s come with 
drivers” but also there is other information behind what she had uttered. Fan‟s 
utterance gives other information that Chappy will not drive her to the dance 
because there is already a driver. Mr. Quan who becomes the listener will 
understand what Fan‟s intention without seeing the context that is why, after 
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Fan‟s utterance in the first example, Mr. Quan does not give a question anymore 
about Chappy. The word “driver” also becomes the key word for Mr. Quan to 
make him easy to understand Fan‟s utterance.  Thus, that implicature belongs to 
the generalized conversational implicature.  
Extract 14 
31:52 
31:53 
Mr. Quan 
Hannesy 
: Have you changed your mind? 
: Changed my mind? Are you out of your fuckin’ 
tree? You have no idea who you‟re dealing with, but 
you‟ll soon find out. 
The type of the implicature in Extract 14 above is generalized 
conversational implicature because without the special knowledge or the 
particular context, Mr. Quan can understand the meaning of Hannesy‟s utterance 
that he did not change his mind.   
Extract 15 
35:10 
35:11 
 
35:14 
Katherine 
Hannesy 
 
Katherine 
: Why‟d he do it? 
: His child died in the bank bombing. He thinks I know 
who did it 
: He’s not the only one of that mind. 
The extract 15 above, shows that the type of the implicature belongs to 
the generalized conversational implicature. It is because Hannesy can understand 
what has been implied by Katherine just based on Katherine‟s utterance without 
any particular context. Katherine touched upon Hannesy by saying another 
statement. Based on Katherine‟s utterance, the implicature means that there were 
another people who have same thought that Hannesy knew about the bank 
bombing. 
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Extract 17 
48:26 
48:27 
Mary 
Hannesy 
: It‟s another warning, Liam? 
: Nothing I can’t handle. 
Same as another extract which have been analyzed before, the 
implicature in Extract 17 also belongs to the generalized conversational 
implicature. It can be seen because without any special knowledge, Mary can 
understand the meaning of Hannesy‟s utterance that there was another warning.  
Extract 18 
49:46 
49:48 
Bomber 2 
Bomber 3 
: And if it‟s turned on? 
: Shorter battery life, but it’ll work, no problem. 
Any idea which planed yet? 
Without having any special knowledge, the implicature in Extract 18 
can be understood just based on the bomber 3‟s utterance. Even Bomber 3 gave 
more information than required, Bomber 2 can understand clearly about what had 
been said by Bomber 3. 
Extract 28 
01:43:13 
01:43:16 
Police 3 
Bromley 
: He‟s returned. Do I send in a team? 
: I believe we owe this chap something, keep back 
for now. Observe and report only. 
Based on the analysis by the researcher, without any special knowledge 
or the context of the conversation in Extract 28, it can be seen that Bromley‟s 
utterance implies “No, you don‟t need to send in a team, just observe and report 
only”. Therefore, the implicature belongs to the generalized conversational 
implicature since the implicature can be understood without the particular event. 
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b. Particularized Conversational Implicature 
Another type of conversational implicature is particularized 
conversational implicature. There were 12 conversational implicature in “The 
Foreigner” movie that only can be drawn based on the special knowledge or 
context of the conversation takes place. They were in Extract 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 12, 13, 
19, 22, 25, 26 and 27. 
Extract 2 
01:48 
01:50 
01:53 
Fan 
Mr. Quan 
Fan 
: You‟ll meet when he pick me up for the dance 
: Not before? 
: Dad, you really need to go faster. 
The type of implicature belongs to the particularized conversational 
implicature. The special knowledge which is related to the topic of the 
conversation and also their conversation before are needed in order to know the 
meaning of the implicature that had done by Fan. The conversation happened in 
the car when Fan in hurry to go to the boutique.  
Extract 3 
01:50 
01:53 
Mr. Quan 
Fan 
: Will he drive you to the dance? 
: He’s rented a limo. 
In Extract 3, the type of implicature which had done by Fan belongs to 
the particularized conversational implicature since the implicature needs a special 
knowledge to generate it. The listener has to know more the information about 
rental car especially limo. 
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Extract 19 
51:58 
 
52:07 
Kavanagh 
 
Hannesy 
: Buried nitro bomb, detonated by remote. He needed a 
line of sight. Those woods, that‟s where he‟d be. 
: Go. 
Hannesy‟s utterance “Go”, contained an ambiguous meaning. Kavanagh 
will not understand what the meaning of Hannesy‟s utterance without context of 
the conversation. Kavanagh can interpret Hannesy‟s intention only because he 
saw the context of the conversation takes place. The context of the conversation 
happened when Kavanagh was telling to Hannesy about the place that might 
become Mr. Quan‟s hiding place while pointing to the woods. Hannesy then said 
“Go”. It means that Hannesy wanted Kavanangh to looking for Mr. Quan who 
was hiding in the woods. It proves that the context is very important to interpret 
Hannesy‟s meaning based on his utterance. The participants on the conversation 
also have same background and knowledge about the topic they were talking. 
Based on the explanation above, it can be concluded that the utterance in Extract 
19 is a particularized conversational implicature. 
Extract 22 
01:06:44 
01:06:48 
Hannesy 
Mr. Quan 
: What if they don‟t set off the bomb by then? 
: Twenty-four hours. 
The implicature in Extract 22 belongs to particularized conversational 
implicature. It is because all the participants in that conversation have to have 
same knowledge, so that the meaning of the implicature which has done by Mr. 
Quan can be understood. Hannesy and Mr. Quan were talking about the 
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negotiation of Hannesy‟s planning about trapping the bombers. Hannesy asked to 
Mr. Quan about the possibility if the bombers did not set the bomb based on the 
limits of time which had given by Mr. Quan. Mr. Quan then just said another 
word with the same meaning “Twenty-four hours” means there was no more 
deals about it.  
Extract 25 
01:34:26 
01:34:28 
Police 1 
Maggy 
: Who planned this? 
: Go fuck yourself. 
Based on the analysis in Extract 25, the type of the implicature belongs 
to the particularized conversational implicature. That conversation in Extract 25 
happened in the bombers‟ apartment when the Police was looking for 
information from Maggy. When the police was asking to Maggy, the police also 
gave a little bit of mistreatment to Maggy in order to make her told the truth.  But 
in fact, Maggy ignored the Police. The listener will do not understand what was 
saying by Maggy without seeing the context of the conversation. The context of 
the implicature is needed in order to know the meaning of the implicature that 
uttered by Maggy.  
Extract 27 
01:40:39 
 
01:40:48 
Hannesy 
 
Mr. Quan 
: How did you find me? I gave you the names, like I 
said. 
: This woman, she’s a bomber. You lie. You plan 
everything. 
In Extract 27, the type of the implicature belongs to the particularized 
conversational implicature. Based on that situation, Mr. Quan was showing 
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Hannesy‟s photo with one of the bomber named Maggy. It can be seen that the 
context of the implicature is needed to know the meaning of the implicature. 
B. Discussion 
After presenting and analyzing the data that belongs to the conversational 
implicature that are found in “The Foreigner” movie, in this discussion part, the 
researcher presents the discussion of the findings in order to clarify the research 
question. There are two topics that the researcher is going to analyze, the 
conversational implicature which occurred in “The Foreigner” movie and the type of 
each conversational implicature in “The Foreigner” movie. 
1. Flouting Maxims which create Conversational Implicatures in “The 
Foreigner” Movie 
The first research question that will be discussed in this research is the 
conversational implicature which occurred in “The Foreigner” movie by flouting the 
maxim of conversation. There are four conversational maxims based on 
conversational implicature‟s theory which proposed by Grice (1975). The fourth of 
the conversational maxims are maxim of quantity, maxim of quality, maxim of 
relation and maxim of manner. In “The Foreigner” movie, the researcher found that, 
the characters in the movie produced implicature by flouting the fourth of the 
conversational maxim, and it was confirm the Grice‟s theory. The researcher found 
28 data that belong to the conversational implicature by flouting the maxims of 
conversation.  
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The researcher found that most of flouting the maxim of quantity happened 
because the participants give more information than required. Based on “The 
Foreigner” movie, by flouting the maxim of quantity, most of the listener will not ask 
another question because the speaker has explained about the information that the 
listener need even the listener does not ask more questions. Flouting the maxim of 
quantity also is used to strengthen the previous statement. For example in Extract 6: 
Bomber 1 
Bomber 2 
: We should be moving. That‟s normal procedure. 
: Every cop, hotel, and landlady in London is now looking for 
the Irishman. This place is safe, so long as we stay put. 
In Extract 6 above, Bomber 2 gave more information than required. It makes Bomber 
1 not give another question anymore because Bomber 1 already gave the reason and it 
can be seen in Bomber 2‟s utterance that he strengthen his statement. 
Furthermore, the researcher also found that some of the participants in “The 
Foreigner” movie did the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of 
relation because they do not know or do not want to answer the question or they do 
not want to discuss about the topic of the conversation anymore. It can be seen in 
Extract 9 below: 
Mr. Quan 
Policeman 
: Why my daughter? 
: Is there someone we can call to come and be with you, Mr. 
Quan? 
In Extract 9, Mr. Quan gave a question to the police but the Policeman did not answer 
Mr. Quan‟s question. It can be seen in Extract 19, the policeman try to avoid Mr. 
Quan‟s question by giving another question because the policeman did not know the 
answer of Mr. Quan‟s question. 
45 
 
Based on the findings of this research, this research showed that the most 
maxims that are flouted by the characters in “The Foreigner” movie are maxim of 
relation. Different from another research before, such as Arfiyah (2014) and Lestari 
(2014), they found that the most conversational maxim that is flouted is flouting the 
maxim of manner. Arfiyah (2014) said in her research that the participants mostly 
flout the maxim of manner in order to criticize or to convey warning. Thus, even 
though both of them have same object of the research as this research, it does not 
mean that the result of the research is also same.  
After comparing this research with another research, the researcher knew 
that the genre of the movie which becomes the object of the research also has impact 
toward the result of each research. The genre of the movie of Arfiyah and Lestari are 
Science Fiction while this research is Drama Mystery. The flouting maxim of manner 
is mostly used in Science Fiction movie because most of the audience of this genre is 
children and teenagers. So the conversation is made as easy as possible to make them 
easy to understand by flouting the maxim of manner. Furthermore, this research is 
Drama Mystery movie which mostly used flouting the maxim of relation. Both of 
them, between the genre of the movie and the kinds of conversational maxim have 
relation. The researcher found that in this movie, the flouting maxim of relation is 
used to support the genre of the movie which makes the movie more interesting. Most 
of the participants in the movie forbid the question by flouting the maxim of relation. 
Thus, the listener or audience will be curious with the story of the movie.  
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2. Types of Conversational Implicature 
The second research question which is proposed in this research is the type 
of each conversational implicature that occurs in “The Foreigner” movie. There are 
28 utterances in “The Foreigner” movie that contain conversational implicature. That 
implicatures are identified and classified based on their types. According to the theory 
of conversational implicature proposed by Grice (1975), there are two types of 
conversational implicature, those are generalized conversational implicature and 
particularized conversational implicature. 
 From the research that has been done by the researcher, the researcher found 
that the type of conversational implicature that mostly used in “The Foreigner” movie 
is generalized conversational implicature. It is because they want to make the 
conversation clear and flows successfully. Using generalized conversational 
implicaturemakes the listener understands the purpose and the meaning of the 
utterance directly. It occurred 16 times during “The Foreigner” movie. That type of 
implicature happened when the context of the implicature is not needed to understand 
the speaker‟s intention. In line with the result on Muvida‟s research in (2015), 
generalized conversational implicature is more used by the characters than the 
particularized conversational implicature. It makes easy for the listener to give their 
response to the speaker. Generalized conversational implicature also can reduce the 
misapprehension between the speaker and the hearer. It is different from Vikry‟s 
research (2014), he found that the type of the conversational implicature that is often 
used by the participants in the movie is particularized conversational implicature.  
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Next, the researcher found out all the conversational implicature by flouting 
the maxim of quantity only belong to the generalized conversational implicature. It is 
because all the flouting maxim of quantity is only happened when the speakers give 
more information than required not because less of information. This situation makes 
the listener can be easy to understand the speaker‟s intention just by listening to the 
conversation itself because the listener gets enough information from the speaker. 
Furthermore, the researcher found out 12 particularized conversational 
implicature in “The Foreigner” movie. The use of particularized conversational 
implicature is fewer than generalized conversational implicature. All of the 
particularized conversational implicature only happened in flouting the maxim of 
relation and flouting maxim of manner. It is because the flouting maxim of relation is 
happened when there is no relation between the speaker and the listener during their 
conversation. Because of that, it is difficult for the listener to understand the speaker‟s 
intention without including the context in it. It is also happened in flouting maxim of 
manner, the ambiguous statements from the speaker will not easy to be understood 
without having special knowledge related to the topic that they are being discuss and 
knowing the context of the conversation. In particularized conversational implicature, 
the same background knowledge is needed in order to interpret what have been said 
by the characters in “The Foreigner” movie. Thus, as long as all the participants in the 
movie know the limit of the knowledge, the process of the communication will not 
meet any interruption or misunderstanding among all the participants instead it makes 
the dialogue in the movie looks interesting.  
48 
 
The researcher also found that in understanding the movie, we must focus on 
the movie that we watched. If we are focus on the movies, we will get information 
about the participants and also about the context of the movie. When we get the 
information, we will know the plot or understand the movie that gives us as the 
audience an interest to watch the movie. 
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CHAPTER V 
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
This chapter is aimed to state the result of analysis of the research. It 
includes both Conclusion and Suggestion. 
A. Conclusion 
Based on the findings and discussion in the previous chapter, the researcher 
concluded that in “The Foreigner” movie, there are about 28 utterances that belong to 
the conversational implicature by flouting the maxim of conversation, those are 8 
utterances flout the maxim of quantity, 1 utterance flouts the maxim of quality, 13 
utterances flout the maxim of relation, and 6 utterances flout the maxim of manner.  
The type of conversational implicature is divided into two. The first is 
generalized conversational implicature, which the special knowledge is not needed to 
understand the meaning of the implicature. The second is particularized 
conversational implicature, which the meaning of the implicature only can be drawn 
by understanding the context. There are 16 conversational implicatures that belong to 
generalized conversational implicature and 12 converational implicatures that belong 
to particularized conversational implicature. In generalized conversational 
implicature, the conversational implicatures because of flouting the maxim of 
quantity mostly belong to this type of implicature. While in particularized 
conversational implicature, only two kinds of flouting maxim which belong to this 
type of implicature, those are flouting maxim of relation and manner.  
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B. Suggestion 
The researcher realized that this research about conversational implicature 
with the title “Conversational Implicature in “The Foreigner” Movie” still have much 
of shortcoming. Therefore, the researcher presented some suggestions that might be 
able to be used by the further researcher, especially for them who want to research as 
same field as this research to make their research better than before. The researcher 
would like to give some suggestions as follow: 
1. For students in English and Literature Department, they have to read and 
improve the knowledge about pragmatics especially on conversational 
implicature, because generally it looks easy but need more knowledge to apply it. 
2. For further researchers who are interesting in pragmatics field especially about 
conversational implicature, the researcher expects that they will be able to apply 
the theory of conversational implicature in different object of the research 
because there are still many of the object of the research in our daily life that can 
be researched such as advertisement, TV show, comic and many others. 
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APPENDIX 
 
Conversation 
Conversational Implicature 
Maxim 
Type of Conversational 
Implicature 
Qn Ql R M GCI PCI 
1 Mr. Quan: When do I meet him?  
Fan: His name’s Chappy. On the football team 
and … 
Mr. Quan: Chubby? 
Fan: “Chappy.” You’ll meet when he picks me 
up for the dance. 
√    √  
2 Fan: You’ll meet when he pick me up for the 
dance. 
Mr. Quan: Not before? 
Fan: Dad, you really need to go faster. 
  √   √ 
3 Mr. Quan: Will he drive you to the dance? 
Fan: He’s rented a limo 
  √   √ 
4 Mr. Quan: So, he won’t drive you? 
Fan: Limo’s come with drivers. So stop 
worrying. 
 
  √  √  
Extract 
  
 
 
 
Conversation 
Conversational Implicature 
Maxim 
Type of Conversational 
Implicature 
Qn Ql R M GCI PCI 
5 Fan: I’m getting out. 
Mr. Quan: No, no, no. Wait until I park. 
Fan: Everyone is already inside. 
   √  √ 
6 Bomber 1: We should be moving. That’s normal 
procedure. 
Bomber 2: Every cop, hotel, and landlady in 
London is now looking for the Irishman. This 
place is safe, so long as we stay put. 
√    √  
7 Hannesy: Let’s stay here, door locked, blinds 
down. Room service for a week. Sound good? 
Maggy: And your work, Deputy Minister? 
Hannesy: An Acute case of food poisoning. 
   √  √ 
8 Policewoman: They were found on site, not far 
from your daughter’s body. Can you positively 
identify them as hers? 
Mr. Quan: Who did this? 
 
  √   √ 
Extract 
  
 
 
 
Conversation 
Conversational Implicature 
Maxim 
Type of Conversational 
Implicature 
Qn Ql R M GCI PCI 
9 Mr. Quan: Why my daughter? 
Police: Is there someone we can call to come 
and be with you, Mr. Quan? 
  √  √  
10 Bromley: How long have you been in this 
country, Mr. Quan? 
Mr. Quan: Since 1984. I’m British citizen. 
√    √  
11 Mr. Quan: If you do not know who they are, I 
would like you to please find out. 
Hannesy: I haven’t been affiliated with the 
UDI for 30 years. When I was, I fought hard 
against the violence. I went to prison for what 
I did, and paid my debt. Now, I serve the 
politics of both sides, trying to heal the 
wounds and bridge the divide. Again, my 
sincere condolences, but there’s nothing I can 
do.  
 
√    √  
Extract 
  
 
Conversation 
Conversational Implicature 
Maxim 
Type of Conversational 
Implicature 
Qn Ql R M GCI PCI 
12 Inspector: I suppose it would be a waste of time 
asking who might’ve done this. 
Hannesy: No one comes to mind. 
 √    √ 
13 Hannesy: You come to my office and plant a 
fucking bomb? 
Mr. Quan: Have you changed your mind? 
  √   √ 
14 Mr. Quan: Have you changed your mind? 
Hannesy: Changed my mind? Are you out of 
your fuckin’ tree? You have no idea who 
you’re dealing with, but you’ll soon find out. 
   √ √  
15 Katherine: Why’d he do? 
Hannesy: His child died in the bank bombing. 
He thinks I know who did it. 
Katherine: He’s not the only one of that mind. 
   √ √  
16 Mary: What is goin’ on? 
Hannesy: Pack your bag. You’re going to the 
farm. Go on. Get your things. 
  √  √  
Extract 
  
 Conversation 
Conversational Implicature 
Maxim 
Type of Conversational 
Implicature 
Qn Ql R M GCI PCI 
17 Mary: It’s another warning, Liam? 
Hannesy: Nothing I can’t handle. 
  √  √  
18 Bomber 2: And if it’s turned on? 
Bomber 3: Shorter battery life, but it’ll work, 
no problem. Any idea which plane yet? 
√    √  
19 Kavanagh: Buried nitro bomb, detonated by 
remote. He needed a line of sight. Those woods, 
that’s where he’d be. 
Hannesy: Go. 
   √  √ 
20 Hannesy: I need a tracker, Sean. Can you give us 
a hand? 
Sean: I’ll take a morning flight. 
  √  √  
21 McGrath: I heard you’re checking my dumps. 
Hannesy: We’re checking everyone’s. No 
exceptions. Four came up short. Two were 
yours. Ten kilos of Semtex is missing. 
 
   √ √  
Extract 
  
 Conversation 
Conversational Implicature 
Maxim 
Type of Conversational 
Implicature 
Qn Ql R M GCI PCI 
22 Mr. Quan: You have one day. 
Hannesy: What if they don’t set off a bomb by 
then? 
Mr. Quan: Twenty-four hours. 
  √   √ 
23 Mr. Quan: You know why you’re still alive? 
Sean: You want the names? They’re in the 
phone. The last text, code 7741. Five names 
and their location in London. O’Reilly set the 
bomb that killed your daughter. He’s got a 
burn-mark on his right hand. 
√    √  
24 Mr. Quan: You fought in the army. 
Sean: Iraq. Royal Irish Regiment. Two tours, 
Special Forces. 
√    √  
25 Police 1: Who planed this? 
Maggy: Go fuck yourself. 
  √   √ 
26 Police 2: What’s this, eh? Your next bomb? 
Maggy: Go fuck yourself. 
  √   √ 
Extract 
  
 Conversation 
Conversational Implicature 
Maxim 
Type of Conversational 
Implicature 
Qn Ql R M GCI PCI 
27 Hannesy: How did you find me? 
Mr. Quan: This woman, she’s a bomber. You 
lie. You plan everything. 
  √   √ 
28 Police 3: He’s returned. Do I send in a team? 
Bromley: I believe we owe this chap 
something. Keep back for now. Observe and 
report only. 
√    √  
 
Notes: 
Conversational Implicature Maxim 
Qn : Maxim of Quantity 
Ql : Maxim of Quality 
R : Maxim of Relation 
M : Maxim of Manner 
 
Type of Conversational Implicature 
GCI : Generalized Conversational Implicature 
PCI   : Particularized Conversational Implicature 
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